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buried targets. I also understand that the fund-
ing provided within this bill for B2 bomber inte-
gration efforts is also intended for non-nuclear 
earth penetrators. 

Last month, the National Academy of 
Sciences concluded that the use of a nuclear 
‘‘bunker buster’’ would cause massive civilian 
causalities if used. That’s assuming we can 
overcome serious design problems and as-
suming we can live with the consequences of 
putting U.S. troops in danger from radioactive 
fallout if we ever used an RNEP or a similar 
weapon. 

In the past, Utahns suffering from cancer as 
a result of radioactive fallout exposure had to 
wait to receive compensation because federal 
funds ran out. It’s wrong to spend precious 
dollars on unusable fantasy weapons that our 
military doesn’t seem to need or want. 

We live in an era when terrorism and na-
tional security concerns dominate the political 
landscape, as well they should. We should 
focus limited funding dollars on usable war-
heads that can actually make a difference in 
combating our enemies. 

I have always been a strong supporter of 
the military and I’m well aware of the uncon-
ventional war we face against terrorists. How-
ever, the threats we face as a nation provide 
the best reason for Congress to fund only the 
best usable weaponry to support American 
soldiers. 

Many of my colleagues in the House recog-
nize the importance of this issue and they 
share my concerns about competing efforts in 
the Senate to fund RNEP. I hope that during 
conference negotiations on this bill, the con-
ferees maintain this language. 
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Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
introduce a bill to suspend the duty on elec-
tronic educational toys for children. This duty 
is, in fact, an educational tax on the con-
sumer. 

At a time when we as policymakers are fo-
cusing on ways to enhance education for our 
children, it is important to aggressively pro-
mote tools that are valuable in teaching funda-
mental skills. Penalizing the consumer for buy-
ing educational toys is contrary to the coun-
try’s educational goals. 

Currently, computers and toys enter the 
United States duty free. But electronic edu-
cational toys have a duty. This duty is inevi-
tably passed on to the consumer. We do not 
want to create a situation where a consumer 
may be less inclined to buy an educational toy 
versus a regular toy, which has not had to ab-
sorb the cost of the duty. 

The company leading the fight to eliminate 
the tax on electronic educational toys is a 
California company, LeapFrog Enterprises, 
Inc. LeapFrog is an innovative company and a 
leading developer of educational products, 
currently employing 1,000 people in my state. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in this ef-
fort to end an unwise tax on education. 
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Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to the Leadership Training Institute 
of America, the leading training program for 
students seeking instruction in personal devel-
opment in leadership and character. Their 
training program gives students the necessary 
tools to lead the next generation of young 
Americans in the traditions, principles and wis-
dom imparted to us by our founding fathers. 
The quality of this training assures me of 
America’s bright future as the leader of the 
world. 

The Leadership Training Institute of America 
is a cultural think tank providing training and 
opportunity in leadership development and cul-
tural dynamics. This organization encourages 
youth to apply and excel in leadership and 
critical thinking skills, study world view con-
flicts and strategies, network with outstanding 
leaders, and pursue careers in influential sec-
tors of society. 

The Leadership Training Institute of America 
trains and equips young men and women to 
be leaders with high standards of personal 
morality and integrity. The participants are ex-
posed to the major philosophies, views, and 
issues of our world today and are encouraged 
to become leaders with convictions built on 
scientific knowledge, historical record, and 
Biblical wisdom. 

Our Nation is in great need of young men 
and women of character to lead in every 
arena of our society. The Leadership Training 
Institute of America encourages students to 
use their talents and abilities to set a standard 
of excellence in their homes, schools, busi-
nesses, or whatever profession they might 
pursue to establish a new standard of excel-
lence and integrity for the next generation. 

It is with great appreciation that I rise today 
to commend the vision and accomplishments 
of this outstanding organization. I salute the 
dedicated staff of the Leadership Training In-
stitute of America and encourage its increased 
influence among our Nation’s youth. 
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Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, please allow me 
to express my great respect and support for 
the manner in which Chairman SENSEN-
BRENNER managed the recent hearings of the 
House Committee on the Judiciary regarding 
the USA PATRIOT Act. His resolve in fol-
lowing the rules while providing as much flexi-
bility as possible in the face of often partisan 
and inflammatory rhetoric was a credit to his 
leadership, and was precisely what was need-
ed in this deliberative process. 

There are legitimate criticisms to be made 
of the PATRIOT Act, and I have been among 
those maintaining that ensuring a greater bal-
ance of judicial oversight and adherence to 
the spirit as well as the letter of our constitu-

tional protections would enhance its useful-
ness. However, associating the PATRIOT Act 
with what may occur in a prisoner of war 
camp or other well intentioned but illegal or in-
humane action—as some members and wit-
nesses have done—is a disservice to the 
process and to those who wish to keep the 
debate focused on improving the law, not de-
stroying it. 

As the House continues deliberating reau-
thorization of the PATRIOT Act, it is my goal 
to restore balance to the branches of our Fed-
eral government, secure the people in their 
homes and personal affects, and renew the 
promise of our Founders. That will not be ac-
complished by blaming the law for the real or 
alleged behavior of individual acting outside 
this or any other law. I will not stand idly by 
while some who wish not to rein in but rather 
to eviscerate the PATRIOT Act, or to use it as 
a political cudgel, use some of the very tactics 
we have professed to fear in the law itself in 
order to bring public ridicule and professional 
discredit to either Chairman SENSENBRENNER 
or the Judiciary Committee. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I wish to remind us 
all of the words of George Washington, ut-
tered as a promise of the faith he had in our 
political system, this great Republic and those 
who govern: 

If, to please the people, we offer what we 
ourselves disprove, how can we afterwards 
defend our work? Let us raise a standard to 
which the wise and the honest can repair. 
The event is in the hand of God. 
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Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to introduce 
the Industrial Hemp Farming Act. The Indus-
trial Hemp Farming Act requires the Federal 
government to respect State laws allowing the 
growing of industrial hemp. 

Six states—Hawaii, Kentucky, Maine, Mon-
tana, North Dakota, and West Virginia allow 
the growing of industrial hemp in accord with 
State laws. However, Federal law is standing 
in the way of farmers in these States growing 
what may be a very profitable crop. Because 
of current Federal law, all hemp included in 
products sold in the United States must be im-
ported instead of being grown by American 
farmers. 

Since 1970, the Federal Controlled Sub-
stances Act’s inclusion of industrial hemp in 
the schedule one definition of marijuana has 
prohibited American farmers from growing in-
dustrial hemp despite the fact that industrial 
hemp has such a low content of THC (the 
psychoactive chemical in the related marijuana 
plant) that nobody can be psychologically af-
fected by consuming hemp. Federal law con-
cedes the safety of industrial hemp by allow-
ing it to be legally imported for uses including 
as food. 

The United States is the only industrialized 
Nation that prohibits industrial hemp cultiva-
tion. The Congressional Research Service has 
noted that hemp is grown as an established 
agricultural commodity in over 30 nations in 
Europe, Asia, and North America. My Indus-
trial Hemp Farming Act will relieve this unique 
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